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VoL. XXIX. 


THE SALE OF SPIRITS. 


Probably there are still a few members who 
would do well to take warning from the short 
report of a prosecution which was printed in our 

last week. A publican, on receiving a note 
ee veterinary surgeon, supplied whisky for a 
sick cow during prohibited hours; and fines were 
imposed both for supplying and obtaining the 
liquor, and also for instigating the offence. One 
sentence in the report summarises the merits of the 
ease. ‘“ The parties concerned, it was brought out 
in evidence, had wrongly believed it was legal to 
obtain a supply of spirits if ordered by a veterinary 
surgeon just the same as if obtained on a doctor's 
certificate.” The defendants erred through ignor- 
‘ance; but the misapprehension under which they 
‘acted is not at all an uncommon one. So far as 
we are aware, this is the first case of the kind 
which has been followed by discovery and prosecu- 
tion; but we happen to know that the same offence 
has been committed unwittingly in London, and 
probably it has in many other districts also. How- 
ever often it may pass undetected, detection is sure 
to be followed by prosecution ; and veterinary sur 
geons should remember that this is one of the 
matters in which they are not upon an equal 
* footing with medical men. 


LAMENESS. 


During the last two or three years, fewer clinical 
reports upon lameness seem to have come to hand 
than ever before. Equine practice is waning so 
much in civil life that this is not altogether sur- 
prising ; but it is regrettable that members in the 
Army aré not reporting more of their work, Many 
. of them wlll never again have such experience of 
lameness as they are having now; and they are 
neglecting their opportunities of recording even 
more grievously than almost the whole profession 
did in the palmy days of equine practice. 

If any member were to search through all our 
professional journals from their commencement for 
matter regarding lameness, the result would sur- 
Ee him. Considering the part that the subject 

played, for most of the time, in almost every 
tice, it is astonishing how comparatively little 

as been written upon it. So long as the horse is 
used in the service of man, lameness will continue 
to be one of the chief branches of equine practice. 
It is a wide and complex subject ; and as a body 
we have nothing like the opportunities of studying 
its many obscure problems that we had twenty 
years ago. Ihe war has brought back those old 
opportunittes to » good many of us; but it does 
not appear that any great use is being made of them. 


INTRA-TRACHEAL INJECTIONS OF FORMALIN IN THE 
TREATMENT OF ACUTE STRANGLES. 


Vety. Aide-major Chorileur has had an oppor- 
tunity to experiment on the young horses of his 
unit affected with acute strangles and showing 
intra thoracic localisations, with the treatment 
already suggested by Bottini for Gangrenous pneu- 
monia. It consisted of injecting into the trachea 
one or twice per diem 10 c.c. of a 4 per cent. sol. of 
commercial formalin in distilled water. The re- 
sults obtained from this therapy were so encourag- 
ing that he now extends it to all cases of pneu- 
monia, regardless of origin. Three injections 
suffice in the majority of cases. 

The author, in emphasising the necessity for 
early application of the treatment, points out that 
when used at the proper moment its anti-thermic 
effect is quickly demonstrated, and it is not rare 
to see a steady temperature of 105° F. drop to 
normal after the second or third injection. The 
agent may act on the respiratory tract by its 
very energetic antiseptic properties in hindering 
the development, not only of the streptococcus, but 
also its accomplices. Here Chorileur remarks on 
the fact that cultures made at the Pasteur Institute 
from blood obtained by means of pipettes from the 
heart of horses which had died of strangles with 
pneumonia as a complication, showed the presence 
of pneumococci in abundance. It may be, he 
further suggests, that formalin prevents the devel- 
opment of these bacteria, or neutralises their toxin, 
and by this means put the body in a state of better 
resistance.— Revue de Méd. Vétérinaire. L. J. K. 


Tue Rincer-Locke Liquip IN THE TREATMENT 
OF SERIOUS H&MORRHAGES. 

The Ringer-Locke liquid is composed of ;— 
Sodium chloride gramme 
Potassium chloride 0.42 
Calcium chloride 

Sodium bicarbonate 

Distilled water 

Lambert and Barnsley, at a medico-surgical re- 

union of the French army in March, 1916, warmly, 
commended this liquid for intravenous injection in 
cases of serious hemorrhages. It may be employed 
in almost all the cases in which the transfusion of 
blood is resorted to. Lambert and Barnsley regard 
it as the most certain method of averting paralysis 
of the heart in serious hemorrhages. It is much 
superior to injections of physiological solution (7 or 
9 per 1000) which these authors consider to be 
toxic to the heart. In cases of very serious 
hemorrhages from war wounds, patients treated 
with this liquid have recovered very rapidly.—( Rev. 
de Higiene y Sanidad Veterinaria.) 
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VETERINARY SERVICES: GERMAN SOUTH- 
WEsT AFRICAN CAMPAIGN AND RE- 
BELLION, AUGUST, 1914, TO JULY, 1915, 
AND FOR THE SUBSEQUENT PERIOD— 
Juty, 1915, To 1st Marcu, 1916. 
REPORT BY COLONEL JAS. IRVINE 
SMITH, J.P., Director of Veterinary 
Services, Union Defence Forces. 

(Abridged. } 
(Continued from p. $18.) 
I will now review the main points of the task that the 
hurriedly formed veterinary services undertook. 
Captain G. T. Cannon was posted to No.7 Veterinary 

Section, Luderitzbucht. Majer Sharp was with the 

Natal Carabineers. Captain McGregor was attached to 

the Artillery. 

Captain B. Runciman was attached to General 

Lukin’s Brigade as Brigade Veterinary Officer. 

Captain J. McNeil to “A” Mobile Veterinary Sec- 
tion, Port Nolloth. 
Captain D. B. J. McCall to “B” Mobile Veterinary 

Section, Steinkopf. 
Captain Strachan was posted to “2” (b) Mobile 

Veterinary Section, Rail Head Carnarvon. 

Captain M. Cunningham to No. “2” (a) Mobile 

Veterinary Section, Carnarvon. 

Captain J. Peddie was with the Imperial Light Horse. 
Captain A. Hodder was attached to the Natal Light 


orse. 

On the 13th September, 1914, Captain J. G. Bush was 
instructed to leave Bloemfontein and report for vet- 
erinary duty as Assistant Director of Veterinary 
Services, to Colonel Maritz, and was at a later date 
promoted Major. 

_ On the 23rd October, 1914, Captain J. Quinlan was 
instructed to report to Major Bush as Brigade Veter- 
inary Officer ‘‘B” Force. 

Captain E. Kellett was posted to the Remount and 
Transport Depot at Prieska. 

On the 7th October, 1914, Captain W. H. Andrews 
and Captain P. R. Viljoen, with No. 1 Veterinary 
Hospital, were instructed to proceed to Prieska and 
report to Major Bush for duty. 

On the 20th October, 1914, I left Johannesbnrg with 
Nos. 3, 4, and 5 Veterinary Hospitals and established 
No. 3 Veterinary Hospital at De Aar, recalled Captain 
J. Quinlan from Prieska and placed him in charge. 

On the 22nd October, 1914, I posted No. 5 Veterinary 
Hospital to the Remount Depot at Parow, Capetown, 
and placed Captain A. Goodall in command. Captain 
J. K. Pilkington was attached to the Heavy Artille 
Brigade, and Captain E. H. Brogan and Captain 
McCall were attached to Buying Boards. 

Subsequently I inspected the various Units, Transport 
Stables and Remount Depots, and issued the n 
instructions as to the distribution of Subordinate 
Personnel for the treatment of sick animals. ~ 

On the 27th October, 1914, I —— to the Base 
Veterinary Store, South Arm, ks, Capetown, and 
completed the arrangements for the transfer to and the 
occupation of Maitland Town Hall, rent free. 

Arrangements were also made for Capt. W. Jowett 
este Major W. Jowett) to inspect all slaughter cattle 
eaving for Luderitzbucht for the troops. 

[A continuous record follows of details and Postings, 
which “s] of personal and local, rather than of general, 
interest. 


The rebellion necessitated the formation of additional 
Veterinary Sections and a redistribution. 
* * ~ * 


At the conclusion of the rebellion a further redistri- 
bution of Veterinary Units took place. 

Having forwarded Veterinary Hospitals Nos. 3 and 8 
to Walvis Bay and Swakopmund, I proceeded to Cape- 
town and embarked on the “Galway Castle” for Walvis 
Bay and Swakopmund on the 17th March, 1915, and 
made full detailed arrangements with Major Lee, 
A.D.V.8., for the veterinary services for the various 
brigades, and the establishment of Advance Base Veter- 
inary Hospitals along the lines of communication, and 
a Base Veterinary Hospital at Walvis. 

I also issued instructions that Major Lee was to 
accompany the General Officer commanding on the 
general advance, and on reaching Windhuk to imme- 
diately take charge of the German Veterinary Institute 
at Gamams, which contained large quantities of valuable 
veterinary and bacteriological material, and to post the 
necessary armed guards for its safe — his was 
successfully carried out, and much valuable veterinary 
drugs and material were secured, valued at many 
thousands of pounds. A complete inventory was taken 
at the time of occupation. 

After completing an inspection of the various sections 
with the mounted brigades stationed at Walvis and 
Swakopmund, and the advanced base hospital at 
Swakopmund and base hospital Walvis, I made a 
detailed inspection of the animal off-loading facilities 
and accommodation at Walvis. During my visit various 
animal transports arrived, were boarded, and carefully 
inspected. The transport “ British Prince” carried a 
special gangway for walking the animals from the shi 
to the rafts which obviated s inging and by this meth 
— 900 animals were successfu ly off-loaded in ten 

ours. 

I returned to Cape Town, via Luderitzbucht, and 
inspected the Veterinary Base Store, No. 5 Veterinary 
Hospital at Parow, and the veterinary arrangements for 
the various units in and around Cape Town. 

Captain J. Forrest was and detailed for 
duty at the Harbour Board Stables and to take cha 
of the veterinary inspection of slaughter animals for 


troops. 

I then proceeded to De Aar, Kimberley, and on to 
Standerton, and inspected the veterinary arrengements 
and the Remount farm. This brings me to a brief 
review of the more important work rendered by the 
veterinary services to the Northern, Central, Southern 
and Eastern Forces in the Field. 


(To be continued ) 


SUBSCRIPTIONS TO R.C.V5S. 


The Secretary of the Royal College of Veteri 
Surgeons begs to acknowledge the souls of the follow. 
ing subscriptions for 1917 :— 


W. Ackroyd, Halifax 
W. Anderson, Keith 
F. A. Ball, Ormskirk 
H. G. Bowes, Capt. A.v.c. 
J. Clarkson, Garforth, nr. Leeds 
W. A. Clifford, Staplecross, Sussex 
R. Cockburn, Eastwood, Notts. 
1916, 1917 


R. B. Cockburn, Lieut. A.v.c. 

F. H. W. Cundell, Swindon 

A. Edgar, Whithorn, Wigtownshire 
W. Edmondson, Harrowgate 

J. A. Edwards, Capt. a.v.c. 
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Kilmarnock 


e 
. W. Goldsmith, Hitchin 
Lieut. A.v.c. 


East Rudham, King’s L 
easures, t Rudham, King’s Lynn 
. Salusbury Price, London 
. Roach, Exeter 

berts, Tunbridge Wells 
. A. Roberts, Capt. a.v.c. 1916, 1917 
. J. Roberts, Pwllheli, Carnarvonshire 
.Smith, Cape. a.v.c. 
§. Sparling, Capt. a.v.c. 
Spruell, A.V.C, 
Nemo,” B.E.F. 
. Thompson, patria, Cumber 
C. Webb, Major A.v.c. 
. B. Wolstenholme, Manchester 
. Wright, Putney, London, 8.W. 


Previously acknowledged 288 15 
£327 12 


os 


Se 


ele 


Anglo-Franco-Belgian Veterinary Relief Fund. 
The following additional donation is reported :— 
Connaught Veterinary Association £3 3 0 
Previously reported 269 14 ¥ 


Total £27217 9 


ARMY VETERINARY SERVICE. 


Extracts from London Gazette, . 
Wak Orrice, WHITEHALL, Jan. 24. 
The King has been pleased to give directions for the 
following promotions ip, and appointments to, the Most 
Distinguished Order of Saint Michael and Saint George, 


in recognition of valuable services in connexion with 
the war. To be dated January 1, 1917 :— 


K.C.M.G. 


* * * * 


Hon. Maj.-Gen. Robert Pringle, o.B., p.s.0. 


Jan. 25. 


The names of the following have been brought to the 
notice of the Secretary of State for War for distinguishid 
services rendered in connexion with the War :— 


* * * * * 


Tp. Col. A. E. Queripel, a.v.c. (Hon. Vet. Col. ret. pay). 


Feb. 1. 
_ The King has been pleased to approve of the follow- 
ing Honours and Rewards for valuable services rendered 
in connexion with Military Operations in the Field, 
with effect from January 1, 1917, inclusive .— 
DISTINGUISHED Conpuct MEDAL. 
* . * * * 


Farrier Sgt. J. H. Cameron, 5088, E. African Vet. Corps. 


Forces. ARMY VETERINARY CoRPSs. 


Jan. 25. 
Temp. Lt. to be temp. Capt. :—S. J. Motton (Jan. 3). 


Jan. 26. 
To be temp. Lieuts.:—D. Forwell, H. B. Kauntze, 
J.D. Fulton, W. A. Berry, E. W. Hughes (Jan. 15). 


Jan. 29. 
To be temp. Lts.:—H. Fraser, W. A. Dickinson, 8. R. 
Rippon, PD. E. Orr (Jan. 16). 


Jan. 30. 

To be temp. Lieut. :—J. Leigh (Jan. 15). 

T. J. Sutton to be Qrmr. with hon. rank of Lt. (Jan. 24) 

Feb. 1. 

Capt. P. H. Riley, Spec. Res., to be acting Major whilst 
holding a special appt. (Dec. 27, 1916. 

f« mp. Lts. to be temp. Capts. :—J. McC. Barry, W. J. 
Moran (Jan. 1); A. Gofton (Jan. 5); H. J. Hughes 
(Jan. 11); J. Bradley (Jan. 12); J. B. A. Hare (Jan. 
15); T. W. Smith, H. Jewell (Jan. 16); W. J. Moody, 

A. O'Neill (Jan. 17); W. Hay (Jan. 18). 


Canapian A.V.C. 


Jan. 29. 
The promotion te the temp. rank of Capt. of Lieut. H. 
Sproston to bear date June 2, 1916, and not as in 
‘azette of Nov. 27, 1916. 
The appt. to a temp. commn. as Lieut. of Sgt.-Maj. A. 
Newell, No. 1826, to bear date Oct. 1, 1916, and not 
as in Gazette of Nov. 9, 1916. 


Speciat RESERVE OF OFFICERS. 
To be Lts. (on prob.) :—F. B. Woodland, E. C. Bowes 
(Jan. 3). 


TERRITORIAL Forcr, ARMY VETERINARY CoRPs. 
Jan. 26. 
Capt. (temp. Maj.) J. Abson, p.s.0., relinquishes his 
temp. rank on vacating the appt. of a.D.v.s. (Jan. 13). 
Jan. 30. 
Capt. J. Gillies is granted the temp. rank of Maj. whilst 
holding appt. of A.D.V.S. (Dec. 11, 1916). 


Capt. G. McIntyre is granted the temp. rank of Major 
whilst holding appt. A.D.V.S. (Dec. 11, 1916). 


The following casualties are reported :— 


Wounpep—Actg. Sgt. A. Ince, SE/4594 (Morriston). 
Diep—Pte. J. Foord, 18226 (Oakley). 


The A.V.C. Comforts Fund. 


Subscriptions per Lt.-Col. F. C. Stratton, a.v.c., 

Edinburgh. 
Second List. 

Mr. Wm. Anderson, Keith 

Mr. Baird, Dumfries : 

Mr. Wm. Bannatyne, Haddington 

Capt. Wm. Barr, A.v.c. 

Mr. J. Beattie, Longside 

Mr. D. Brown, Kilwinning 
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r. D. Clerk, Stonehaven 
. Connochie, Galashiels 


D 
Connochie, St. Boswells 


10 
10 
10 
2 
2 
10 
0 
0 
1 
10 
1 
10 
1 
10 
10 
1 
0 
15 
10 
2 
3 
1 
1 
1 


Pers onal. 


Lieut.-Col. W. A. M’DouGALt, F.R.c.v.s., Reserve of 
Officers, A.V.C., who has been awarded the D.S8.O., is 
the eldest son of the late Mr. John M’Dougall, solicitor, 
Jedburgh. This is the second occasion on which he 
has been mentioned in dispatches durin the present 
war. A brother, Captain Edward G. M aa was 
killed in the battle of the 25-27th September, 1915. 


Presentation to a Veterinary Surgeon. 


To mark the esteem in which he is held by his many 
friends and clients throughout the Middle Ward of 
Lanarkshire, Mr. James Pollock, veterinary surgeon, 
Peacock Cross, Hamilton, has been presented with a 
two-seater Ford motor car, together with a motor coat 
and cap. The presentation, which was made by Mr. 
James Caldwell, of the Scottish Co-operative Wholesale 
Society, Ltd., took place in the Commercial Hotel, 
Hamilton, on Friday, 15th Dec. There was a gathering 
of over fifty Fn ay and the chair was occupied by 
Mr. Robert Hamilton, Low Motherwell, Motherwell.— 
The Scottish Farmer. 


£32 


Funds for Dick College building. 


A deputation from the governors of the Royal (Dick) 
Veterinary College recently waited on the Edinburgh 
Corporation and pleaded for a fifth yearly grant, oa the 

und that there was still some finishing work to be 
one. The Committee agreed to accede to the request, 
and no doubt the Corporation will adopt the decision. 
The institution is doing most useful work, even under 
somewhat handicapped conditions, and if there are any 
further philanthropists about, the College would be 
thankful to hear from them. The premises are now 
amongst the best equipped in the kingdom, and all that 
is wanted is a little more money to put on the finishing 
touches and reduce outstan liabilities. —V.B.A. 


William Edgar Dean, an Eastleigh butcher, was fined 
£2 withcosts at Sonthampton on January 29th, for 
cruelty to 20 pigs. The pigs were left for 40 hours ina 
railway truck without food or water. Becoming mad- 
dened they fought among themselves and so maimed 
each other that they had to be destroyed. 


OBITUARY. 
A. Chauveau, M.D., Membre de l'Institut. 


The death is announced, in Paris, on 4th January, at 
the age of 89 years (1827-1917). 

In a brief note in Revue Générale de Méd. Vét., it is 
stated that Chauveau des red that his obsequies should 
be deferred till the end of the war ; and the last honours 
will be paid at Lyons. 


OF ANIMALS ACTS 


TO 


1914, SUMMARY OF 


Foot- 
and-Mouth | Glanders.t 
Disease. 


Parasitic 
Mange. { 


Period. 


Out- | Ani- 


*Inpreakea 


() 


Gr. BRITAIN. 
Week ended Jan. 27 


Corresponding 


week in 19165 


1916 
1914 


Total for 4 weeks, 1917 
74 82 


1916 
period in 7 | 84 


1915 
(a) Confirmed. (b) Reported by Local Authorities. 
Board i 


1914 
of Agriculture and Fisheries, Jan. 30, 1917 


87 
64 
82 


+ Counties affected, animals attacked :—London 1 
Excluding outbreaks in army horses. 


|_| 
M | 
4 
" Mr. R. 
Mr. T. 2 
Mr. W.G. F Kilmarnock 2 
Mr. Geo. Gair, Dingwall 
4 Mr. J. Gibson, Dundee 
ia Mr. H. Gillmor, Ayr 
Lieut. W. Hepburn, a.v.c. (7.F.) (R.) Aberdn. 
Mr. A. BH. H. Hodgson, Colinton 
Mr. T. M. Inglis, Forfar 
ie Mr. J. Kerr, Peebles 
rg Mr. A. I. McCallum, Edinburgh 
14 Mr. A. H. McDougall, Glasgow 
Mr. J. McDougall, Helensburgh 
i Capt. W. A. MacGregor, A.V.C. (T.F.) 1 
| Capt. A. J. Meldrum, D.R.o. 1 
Mr. A. Panton, Blair Atholl 
! Mr. J. D. Pottie, Greenock 
i Mr. J. G. Reynard, Perth 2 
| Mr. J. N. Reynard, Manuel 3 
4 Mr. R. Scott, Hawick 1 
Mr. A. Robb (F.), Glasgow 1 
Mr. Wm. Robb (F.), Glasgow 
] 19 | 
| 
RETURNS 
Anthrax Swine Fever, 
mals, Out- | Ani- 
é (a) (a (b) |_| (0) (a) 
9 10 1 1 $4) 182 40 86 | 7 
wee 12 12 1 1 98 | 265 18 al 313 
i | 15 | 16 2 S| 108| 228] 20 44 344 
| 2| 2 528 | «so | 141 159 | 63 
| 314 | 1044 
q 334 1566 
[180 1504 
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Several ago, at the time when he resigned the 
duties of Inspector General of the Veterinary Schools 
to concentrate his strength on the completion of work 
then in hand, Chauveau wrote these lines, which are 
worthy to be graven on the monument that a grateful 
and victorious France will consecrate to him to-morrow. 


“I may be allowed to hope that I may die on the 
field of battle where I have fought passion itely, entirely 
disinterestedly, without relaxing, for progress and for 
the truth. It is a finish that the good and faithful 
servitor of Science that I am is conscious to have 
abundantly deserved.” 

Dr. Chauveau has been Associate of the Royal College 
of Veterinary Surgeons since 1880. 

Professor A. Chauveau, a pioneer in several new paths 
of physiological and pathological research, died recently 
at the age of 89. Born at Villeneuve le Guyard in the 
department of Yonne in 1827, he entered the Veterinary 
School of Alfort in 1844, ing out first in the final 
examination in 1848. In the same year he was appoint- 
ed chef de service in the veterinary school of Lyons, 
becoming professor of anatomy and physiology in 1863, 
and director in 1875. When the medical faculty was 
was reorganised, the chair of experimental and com- 
parative pathology was offered t» Chauveau. Not being 
a doctor of medicine, he had to qualify for the post by 
taking the degree, which he did at Paris in 1877, with a 
thesis in which he embodied the results of his investi- 

tions on vaccine. In 1886 he was called to Paris to 
fold the posts of inspector general of veterinary schools, 
and professor of comparative pathology at the museum 
of natural history. He was elected a member of the 
Académie de Médecine, of which he was president in 

1913. From 1892 to 1897 he was president of the 
Société de Biologie. . In 1899, in conjunction with 
Bouchard, he founded the Journal de physiologie et de 

g Later he found the Revue de la 
‘culose, and he collaborated with d’Arsonval, 
Gariel, Marey and Weiss in the direction of the 
publication of the 7'raité de physique biologique. He 
was the author of a treatise on comparative anatomy 
the first edition of which appeared in 1855 and a fourth 
in 1889. Later he devo himself to experimental 
research on the physiology of the heart and the general 
mechanism of the circulation. He also made researches 
on the working of muscles, formulating the law which 
I his name—the expenditure of energy 7 a muscle 
is proportional to its shortening arid to the weight 
lifted. Chauveau also published memoirs on the 
excitability of the spinal cord, on the origin of the 
cranial nerves, and on the part played by the pneumo- 
gastric nerve in contraction of the cesophagus. He 
studied vaccines and their relation to small pox. He 
_also investigated the pathogenesis of tuberculosis, and 
noted the transmissibility of the infection by the 
alimentary tract. He was one of the first to maintain 
that microbes act, in a, disease and producing 
immunity, through the soluble substances to which 
they give origin.—J/.B.M. 


Lucer, 2 rue des Arénes, médecin-vétérin- 
aire, assistant au Muséum, membre de |’Académie de 
médecine, Chevalier de la Légion d’Honneur, Officier 
de Instructon publique et du Mérite agricole. Died 
on the 9th December, 1916, aged 69. 


The late Mr. W. Shipley. 

The funeral took place on Friday. The widespread 
esteem in which he was held was shown by the presence 
of farmers and veterinarians from both Norfolk and 

The service in St. 


c. Mary’s Church, Southtown 
on Friday afternoon, was conducted by the Vicar of 


Southtown, the Rev. 8. B. Ritso, and was of a very 
simple character. The family mourners mene 
Captain W. Shipley, a.v.c., son; Mr. Clem § ipley 
brotber ; Mr. and Mrs. John Watson, Newmarket ; Mr 
Chas. Tayler, M.R.c.v.s., Colchester, brother-in-law ; Mr 
and Mrs. Tom Cook, Hobland; Mr. H. E. Wilkinson 
M.R.C.V.S., Martham ; Mr. C. Johnson, and Mr. J. C. 
Miles. The coffin and hearse were covered with flowe 
being followed by two open carriages filled with fio 
tributes : the remains were interred in Gorleston Ceme- 
tery. The grave was close to that of the late Mr. 
William Shipley, sen. The six bearers were all old em- 
ployees of the deceased. 

Among those present in the church and at the grave- 
side were Messrs. H. P. Standley, H. Low, Norwich ; 
J. Barr, Acle ; W. Turtill, Wickham Market, members 
of the Eastern Counties V.M.A.; J. Acarnley, G.E.R. ; 
N.S. Symonds, horse superintendent, G.E.R.; C. F. 
Ward, B. W. oy acting-chairman of Yarmouth 
Health Committee ; G. F. Fryer, chairman, representin, 
Yarmouth and District Farriers’ Association ; and a 
the firm’s employees. 

There were fifty-seven beautiful wreaths, among 
which were, from Eastern Counties V.M.A., President 
and members of the Council of the Royal College of 
Veterinary Surgeons, members of Cobholm Pig-keepers 
Association, Mr. and Mrs. Kitchen, London ; rs. 
Sidney Smith and family, Lowestoft; Mr. and Mrs. 
Barr, Acle; Mr. and Mrs. E. Ebbetts; Great Yarmouth 
Master Farriers’ Association, President and members of 
the = Counties V.M.A., Mr. and Mrs. Philip Turner, 
Ixworth ; Capt. Philip R. Turner, a.v.c.; Council of 
the Victoria Veterinary Benevolent Fund, Mr. and Mrs. 
Leach, Newmarket; Mr. and Mrs. H. E. Wilkinson, 
Martham ; Mr. and Mrs. Sidney H. Slocock, Hounslow; 
Mr. and Mrs. Wynn Lloyd, Carnarvon; Sir John an 
ee On Sir Stewart and Lady Stockman, and 
Mr. F. B. O. Taylor.—Zastern Hvening News. 


AN APPRECIATION AND A PLEA. 


I was sorry to read in your obituary last week, the 
death of Mr. W. Shipley, r.x.c.v.s. of Great Yarmouth. 

As an old East Anglian and an hon. member of the 
Eastern Counties Menage ny Medical Association, I 
was privileged to meet the late Mr. W. Shipley ; also 
his father, on many occasions, and only those who 
attended such gatherings were able to estimate the high 
regard, in which both of them were held by members of 
that association. 

The late Mr. Shipley’s labours were not confined to 
that association. The National and other veterinary 
societies, in fact any society that had for its aim the 
advancement of the veterinary profession, had his 
keenest sympathies and support, but it will be his work 
as Secretary of the Victoria Benevolent Fund by which 
he will be remembered most. No one except those who 
were privileged to work with him on the Council of that 
body can ever estimate the amount of zeal which he 
put into his office, and the assiduity with which he 
carried out his duties. 5 

We, as Englishmen, are always ready to voice the 
abilities of our friends after they have left us, (and the 
veterinary profession is not lacking in this respect) 
instead which would it not be better to tell our friends 
whilst they are with us how we appreciate their services ? 

As aprofession we raise memorials—rightly—to those 
bee have striven their best for the uplifting of the pro- 
ession. 

The Victoria Benevolent, as far as its funds will allow 
has done excellent work in lightening the burden of 
widows and children, and I think the time is now 
opportune to increase its financial resources by every 
member of the profession becoming a member of that 
fund. Nothing would have caused our departed friend 
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to rejoice more, had he been spared, than to see the 
Society placed on a sound financial basis. 

If my convictions are correct, I am afraid that after 
the war is over, all our benevolent funds will be taxed 
to their utmost capacity. Let each one of us then 
shew our thankfulness to those who are serving their 
King and country by becoming at once a subscribing 
member of one of our benevolent funds. We as a pro- 
fession are proud that the services of some of its mem- 
bers have been recognised (and justly so) by the State, 
but there are many working their utmost for the ad- 
vancement of our profession, not only as a great 
scientific profession, but as a profession that has made 
rapid strides during the last few years in taking its 

ighttul place in the community. 

his war, more than anything else, has proved to the 
nation that the services of the veterinary surgeon are 
a valuable asset to the nation, and it is now our oppor- 
tunity to let the nation see we are worthy of State 
recognition. 

We have as our President a gentleman who, from the 
commencement of the war, has striven not only to up- 
hold the dignity of the Presidential chair, but by his 
assiduity and constant willingness to undertake the 
duties of President, has made great personal sacrifices 
in order that his profession may secure the recognition 
that it deserves. Let each member therefore support 
our President and Council, not only by willingly sub- 
scribing our guinea per annum in support of our Alma 
mater but by using every endeavour to raise the prestige 
of the profession of which we are all proud to be 
members.—Yours faithfully, 

F. L. Goocn. 


Stamford, January 3ist. 


CASTRATION OF BULLS AND TUPS. 


Sir ;—In your last issue, Mr. W. A. Campbell, Borough- 
bridge, in his article, complains of his want of success in 
castrating tups. If Mr. Campbell would get a Burdizzo 
castrator from Messrs. Arnold & Sons, he would never 
again require to makea similar complaint, This instrument 
is an Italian invention, and I got the first one sent to this 
country five years ago. During that time, J and my 
different assistants have castrated some hundreds of bulls 
mostly from six to twelve months old, and scores of tups 
all ages, without a single bad result. In fact the simplicity 
of the instrument is the only fault I have to find with it, as 
any layman might use it. All you have to do, is to hold 
the spermatic cord firmly beneath the skin, whilst any 
person can close the instrument over both the skin and 
cord. It is quite a bloodless and aseptic operation. The 


Officer will have received £9 7 2 less than the Temporary 
—who has also received £42 7 4 as bonus in addition. 
After August next, he will receive 1/6 less per day and the 
bonus of 1/6 per day for 62 days (each y2ar), morever he 
does not receive his bonus until a very uncertain date; but 
the Temporary Officer receives a bonus at end of jirst year, 
thus getting interest on this amount—the Territorial will 
possibly also have income tax deducted on a higher scale, 
as it is much higher now, than it was in 1915. 

The Territorial Officer was in many cases called up 
immediately, and is commonly a man who possessed a 
substantial practice, and should be of as much value as the 
recent graduate ! 

It is perhaps unnecessary to add that, in addition to loss 
of practice, capital and home, it is quite impossible for the 
married officer to live on his pay !—Yours, &c., 
SYMPATHISER. 


CANINE PRACTICE IN THE FUTURE. 


Sir ;—It was with interest that I perused your editorial 
in last week’s issue of the Record, referring to canine 
practice as a very important adjunct to the finance of 
practitioners, and its great want of attention in the past. 
Some 25 years since, whilst undergoing a pupilage of 
several years with two old fashioned practitioners, such 
work, although very limited, was regarded with disfavour; 
a stock of pills prescribed indiscrimnately for all conditions 
and ailments, whilst no fees were charged; it being 
remarked that no charge was made for dogs. The same 
dislike to canine practice exists still amongst the few, and 
the fees charged are ridiculously inadequate. This reflects 
very hardly upon the practitioner who has, and is still 
ndeavouring to perfect himself as far as possib.e in this 

branch, and where it is manifested is invariably the result 
of inefficiency; no pleasure of course being experienced 
when one’s knowledge of the subject is so meagre. 

In the neighbourhood in which I practice—a wealthy 
residential town, I dread to think what my prospect would 
have been, had I not given early attention to the treatment 
of the smaller patients; a poor one I fear. Want of 
knowledge and skill in this work also creates room for 
hosts of quacks, some possessing a fair smount of aptitude 
and knowlege, gained, I regret to say, from some of our own 
professional brethren where given too free a haud in the 
way of dispensing and knowledge of drugs. These manu- 
factured empirics have launched out for themselves, and 
enter into competition with us—a position for which we 
have to thank ourselves. These remarks apply similarly 
to equine practice. 

To give an instance, in this town, population about 
38,000, where I commenced to practise some years ago, 
I found in opposition in the best part of the locality an 
unqualified person practising canine work ; he had, previous- 
ly for some years been employed by one of our leading 
London canine specialists ; similarly the late groom of a 


testicle may swell for a day or two, then it gradually Lh : 
former resident V.S., carrying on horse practice. In the 


atrophies and disappears completely in a few weeks. It is 


next small town a former gamekeeper plying his trade in 


quite as humane as any other method, and I have never -Aleg- 
seen a bull or tup show any signs of illness; they can be | dog practice ; and several others not worth mentioning. I 
am pleased, however, to state that, with the exception of 


turned out in any kind of weather. If Mr. Campbell can- 
not at present obtain_this instrument, I would gladly send 


him one on a trial.— Yours truly, 
JouN Brown, F.B.C.v.8. 
Invergordon. 
THE PAY OF TERRITORIAL AND TEMPORARY 
OFFICERS. 


Sir ;—The subjoined figures will show how real are the|is too small to materially swell the ledger. 


grievances of the Territorial Officer, A.V.C 


Temporary Commission. TERRITORIAL 
Uniform 3710 0 560 0 0 
First year’s pay 250 0 0 250 0 0 
2nd. & 3rd. year’s pay 620 10 0 565 7 6 
Bonus: Ist. year 42 7 4 8414 8 
Bonus: 2nd. & 8rd years 105 4 0 96 2 0 


£1055 11 4 £1046 4 2 


the gamekeeper, they have long ceased to carry on their 
vocations. 

Now to refer to equine and bovine practice. The former 
consists of two classes; the horses of small tradesmen who 
only occasionally demands your services—and only just a8 
occasionally deems it necessary to settle his obligations; 
and horses of larger firms having branches in the immediate 
locality ; these are worth consideration, but their number 

Next the 
farmer—your great hope for the future, of which there are 
a considerable number, mostly engaged in dairy farming, 
and ssing good herds. Each and all within my 
knowledge possessed of instruments and stocks of drugs; & 
great many—not all—the most cunning and ignorant it is 
one’s lot to meet, and who require one’s services only for 
assistance in dealing with a difficult parturition case, or 
where, having the necessary implements and not en 
confidence to use them, an occasional case of milk fever, 


If the war ends on August 4th next (?) the ‘‘ Territorial’’ | 94i11 more diffioult to recover. ~ 


the sums derived from this service being very limited, and 
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A neighbouring dairy farmer, possessing about 50 head 
of the finest shorthorns one could wish to see, well equipped 
with veterinary instruments, etc., gave me as his opinion— 
and this an opinion gained from many year's experience— 
that it would compensate him better, on the appearance of 
illness amongst any of his stock, to immediately slaughter 
for the meat market, than to attempt remedial measures. 
He stated that no doubt, occasionally, it might be a mistake 
todo so, but that in the long run it would be the most 
economical, for after treating a cow a few days and then 
slaughtering, its value was so seriously decreased. This 
idea I am inclined to believe correct, more particularly in 
his case where the cows are so highly fed for milk product- 
jon and at all times fit for the butcher. Somuch therefore, 
for cattle practice, present and future. 

Unfortunately also, there are too many specifics to hand 
for the owners of the smaller animals; whilst every groom, 
butcher and gardener is regarded as possessed of some 
skill in this respect ; and the dispensing chemist is also to 
be reckoned with. Our living from this branch is procured 
from the few, the more highly intelligent of our doggy 
clients, where sentiment and affection prevail; this is our 
mainstay. 

I therefore maintain that under these conditions good 
fees should be demanded, and cheap practice is to be 
deprecated. It is far better, in my opinion, to undertake 
less work and responsibility, whilst at the same time earn- 
ing @ useful competence and taking a keen personal 
interest in every case; by doing so, we may provide scope 
for many other practitioners. My remarks may be regarded 
by some, as tending to direct attention more to the financial 
- than to the professional aspect of the case, but as in other 
occupations, ours is but a means to an end. 

Whilst canine work is such an important asset, and 
interest in it is increasing, it is regrettable to note such a 
lack of clinical records and observations appearing in our 
professional journals. In my opinion it is worthy, if not of 
a special periodical of its own’ at least of a weekly supple- 
ment in your valuable paper. 

Apologising for taking up so much of your valuable 
space—Yours truly, 

SINECURE. | 


Action against the R.S.P.C.A.—Damages. 


In the Grantham County Court, Harry Bower Farn- 
worth, farmer, Barrowhy, sought to recover £36 18s. 
the value of a mare which it was alleged the Roya 
Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals had 
wrongfully caused to be destroyed : he was represented 
by Mr. Dyer, barrister (instructed by Messrs. Page and 
Porter, Lincoln), Mr. G. Wightman Powers (instructed 
.. Polhill, London) appearing for the defendants. 

e hearing of the case was commenced Friday, Dec. 15, 
before his Honour Sir G. Sherston Baker, Bart., and, 
after a protracted hearing, it was adjourned until 
Monday, Dec. 18. We give a digest of Mr. Dyer’s open- 
ing statement, which was that on August 26, plaintiff 
sent a seven-year-old cart mare to Mr. G. T. Cook 
on approbation. It was werth £55 On Monday 
morning, August 28, it was one of three horses drawing 
a van loaded with wood, and the vehicle passed over 
the mare’s near forefo t, and cut a piece of the hoof 
clean down from the coronet to the The animal 
walked back to Mr. Cook’s stable, and a veterinary 
surgeon, Mr. T. A. Rudkin, was sent for. He prescribed 
for the animal, and there was every hope that it would 
recover and make a useful mare. About four o’clock in 
the afternoon of the same day, Inspector Gillham, of 
the R.S.P.C.A., went uninvited to the stable and looked 
at the mare. Subsequently, in the presence of Mr. 
Farnsworth, Mr. Cook, Mr. Marston (horse slaughterer), 
and Inspector Gillham, Mr. Rudkin examined the mare, 
and said to Gillham, “This is not a case for you.” Gill- 
ham replied, “No, it is not.” On Tuesday, Gillham sent 


for Mr. egies, veterinary surgeon, Nottingham, who 
examined the mare, and seemed to have formed a dif- 
ferent opinion to Mr. Rudkin, whe had been in attend- 
ance from the first. He wrote out a certificate describ- 
ing the mare’s injuries, and told Cook that the animal 
had been seriously injured, and ought to be destroyed, 
but he did not say anything about the matter to Farns- 
worth whom he saw the same evening. Later the same 
night Gillham sought out Marston, and secured the 
attendance of a police-constable, and they went to Mr. 
Cook’s stable without any leave ; Gillham unlocked the 
door, the mare was led out, and walked some 35 yards, 
and, under Gillham’s instructions, Marston killed her. 

In subsequent correspondence, the Society undertook 
responsibility for Gillham’s act. They said they were 
justified in having the horse slaughtered under Section 
11 of the Protection of Animals Act. That Act gave 
police-constables certain powers. If they found a horse 
so di or so severely injured, or in such a physical 
condition that in their opinion, having regard to the 
means available for removal, there was no possibility of 
removing it without cruelty, they could, in the absence 
of the owner, or if the latter refused to consent to the 
destruction of the animal, at once summon a duly 
registered veterinary surgeon, if any such veterinary 
surgeon resided within a reasonable distance, and if he 
certified, they could order the horse to be slaughtered. 
In this case there was no pretence that the police acted. 
They never sent for the veterinary surgeon from Not- 
tingham : they were not round the stable on the Mon- 
day night and Tuesday. They took no part, except 
apparently at Gillham’s invitation, one of the constables 
went with him to the spot. The man who sent for the 
veterin surgeon was Mr. Gillham; the man who 
busied himself was Gillham ; the man who instructed 
Marston to slaughter was Gillham. 

The Society was, no doubt, a very excellent Society, 
and discharged very useful functions, but a Society 
which was in a position like this, depending upon 
public support, holding itself out as a Society for doing 
good, must take care not to overstep the bounds of pru- 
dence, and if it did so, they would expect the Society to 
offer due reparation without having to be brought to 
Court. Mr. Dyer proceeded to observe that he did not 
say they were entitled te the value of the mare as she 
stood before the accident ; he was only entitled to ask 
for the value of the mare when she had recovered from 
that accident, and having regard to depreciation and 
expenses which had been incurred, they made a claim 
for £36 18s. 

EVIDENCE. 

The plaintiff deposed that there was no reason why 
the mare should not have recovered. Questioned b 
Mr. Powers, he gave £42 for the animal in July. Coo 
was a probable purchaser, and he told him the price 
would be £55, and he was to decide about having it 
after a day or two. Mr. Rudkin said the animal would 
have a false quarter ; he did not say it would have a 
false growth, and would only be fit for the land. No- 
thing was said about lockjaw. Cook did not say any- 
thing about having the mare destroyed and offering to 
pay £21. Mr. Powers: Are you responsible for the 
costs in this case? Plaintiff: Yes, a certain amount. 
Later, plaintiff stated he was receiving help; in fact, 
that the Farmers’ Union was se him. Mr. 
Powers produced the horse’s hoof, which had been pre- 
served in spirit. Plaintiff: That hoof has been torn 
away more since. It is not in the same condition it 
was on the day we saw it. Mr. Powers: You say it has 
been tampered with? Plaintiff: I should say it is 
through the time it has been kept. 

George Thomas Cook, farmer and carter, 5 Fletcher 
Street, said when the inspector told him the mare should 
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be niin, he replied that the animal did not belong to 
him, and that he ought to acquaint the owner. On 
Monday, the mare was treated in accordance with Mr. 
Rudkin’s directions, and seemed to be getting on real 

well. In his opinion, the animal did not appear to be 
In any pain whatever, and it would have got better. He 
was in the stable until about ten o'clock on Tuesday 
night. The next morning he found the mare shot, at 
the back of a haystack, thirty-five yards from the stable. 
Mr. Powers: Didn’t Mr. Gillham tell you he was going 
to have the injured animals’ clause put into operation 
I believe he did say something of that sort. I told him 
if it was mine I should not have it killed. Would you 
havebought that mare after the accident? Not while 
she got better. Would you have bought her as she 
stood, taking your chance of her getting better? It 
would have been a low price. Mr. Dyer: Whatever 
the mare’s condition on Monday, on the Tuesday did 

u see any signs of her suffering pain? NoSir. So 

‘ar as you could see, was there any reason why the mare 

should not have recovered? No. 

Harry Marston, horse slanghterer, who killed the 
mare, said Gillham ordered him so do so. Gillham got 
the key and unlocked the stable door, and brought the 
mare out. After it was killed, Gillham cut the leg off 
and took it away. By Mr. Powers: There was do doubt 
the mare received a serious injury. The coronary band 
had been torn away four inches or more. He remem- 
bered Mr. Rudkin saying the animal would be a little 
deformed. A constable was with them when the ani- 
mal was brought out to be killed. Gillham did not say 
he had police authority, but he (witness) thought that 
everything was in order. 

Thos. A. Rnudkin, m.R.c.v.s., Grantham, said he had 
practised for 27 years at Grantham. He examined the 
mare on Monday, August 28. The near fore-foot had 
been damaged, and a piece of the horn ——- was 
tora off. He prescribed treatment, and he did not see 
why the mare should not recover. He visited the mare 
three times on Monday. When he left in the afternoon 
there was no necessity for him to see it again that day. 
He arranged to be there at 9.30 on the following morn- 
ing. On the Monday evening Inspector Gillham came 
to him on the bowling-green in an excitable state, and 
wanted him to destroy the animal under the humani- 
tarian or some other Act. Witness teld him he should 
not go again that night. When he saw the animal on 
the third occasion there was no reason, in his opinion, 
why it should be destroyed. The animal was not sweat- 
ing or bleeding, and fed well. On Tuesday morning it 
was going on nicely, and would have recovered with 
time, and might have made a fairly valuable brood 
mare. Inspector Gillham was present on Tuesday 
morning. Mr. Dyer: Did you have any conversation 
with him as to the condition of the mare? No. Did 
you give any instructions as to how she was to be 
treated? Yes. Did you arrange to go the next morn- 
ing? Yes, at the same time, 9.30. Mr. Powers: You 
are not Hs familiar with the Act relating to injured 
animals? I have never brought it into force. If I see 
an animal wants destroying I do it myself ; I don’t ask 
the Royal Society to do so. Yo seem to have a little 
feeling against the Royal Society? No particular feel- 
ing. On Tuesday morning there were five of you to- 
wet Yes. On that morning did you say “I think 

mare will get better, but is she worth it?” No; I 
said “the mare will get better, but it will take a con- 
siderable time.” You say this was net a serious wound? 

es. Replying to questions regarding the condition of 
the mare’s hoof, the witness said the ceronary band was 
cut through, but it would join together again in time. 
The animal was lame, but not painfully lame. He 
did not agree with Mr. Taylor’s certificate. It was not 
the proper thing to slaughter the animal. Mr. Dyer: 
What took place between you and Mr. Gillham on the 


Tuesday morning? Practically nothing; I told him it 
was not a case for him. And what did he say? I 
cannot remember. 

Frank A. Sugden, Westgate, said he had practised as 
a veterinary surgeon for 14 years. Speaking of the cor- 
onary band of a horse’s hoof, he said if it was cut it 


occasionally reunited, and that was only a matter of a 
few days. 
quarter. 
mare. With proper 
t 


If it did not reunite, there would be a false 
It would not affect the breeding capacity of a 
the risk of lockjaw 
was very remote, and the same thing applied to blood- 
poisoning. If the mare had been in extreme pain, he 
would have expected signs of sweating ; he should not 
have expected it to walk from the scene of the accident 
to the stable. Mr. Powers: Do you agree, or not, that 
it was a very serious injury? Witness: Yes. From 
the appearance of the hoof as it is to-day it was a 
reasonable and proper course to have the mare killed ? 
No. It was a matter of speculation whether the mare 
would ever be worth anything or not? Yes. Judging 
from the hoof alone, and its condition, it is improbable 
that the hoof would ever have grown at all? No. Do 
you agree that all the loose horn would have come 
away? No, not with ordinary surgical attention. By 
Mr. Dyer: A false quarter would not affect the mare 
from a breeding point of view. 

Sergt. Leeson, of the Borough Police Force, said that 
on Tuesday, August 29, Inspector Gillham came to see 
him at 9.50 p.m., and asked him if he would go, or 
would allow a man to go, to witness a horse slaughtered 
on Mr. Cook’s farm on the Harlaxton Road. He said 
he would take all responsibility. He handed witness a 
certificate signed by Mr. Taylor, veterinary surgeo 
Nottingham. It was to the effect that the horse should 
be destroyed. He told P.C. Vesey to go with the In- 
spector, saying, “ You hear what the inspector says: he 
will take all responsibility. He just wants you there to 
witness the animal killed, so that he can report te his 
Society.” Mr. Dyer: You know the provisions of Sec- 
tion 11 of the Protection of Animal’s Act? Yes, Is 
there any ground for saying you ever put those pro- 
visions in force? No. Did yeu ever direct Marston to 
slaughter this mare? I never saw Marston. Replyi 
to Mr. Powers, witness-said he did not know the ani 
was injured; and he did not remember the wording of 
the certificate written by Mr. Taylor, and which had 
been produced in court. Gillham did not ask him to 
put in force the Act of Parliament. He never men- 
tioned it. 

P.C. Vesey said Gillham did not ask Leeson to put in 
force the Act of Parliament. On the way, Gillham told 
him (witness) not to be afraid, he would be resvonsible 
for ever _—s that took place. The stable door was 
unlocked by the inspector, who led the mare out, and it 
was shot by Marston by the side of a haystack. By 
Mr. Powers: He did not know anything about the Act 
of Parliament. Gillham did not have any conversation 
with him about the Act of Parliament. He thought the 
animal had a very bad wound, and it hobbled along on 
three legs to the haystack. 


Tue DEFENCE. 


Mr. Powers now addressed the jury for the defence. 
He said it was not the Society’s inspector who procured 
the mare to be killed, but the police. Apart from that 
question entirely, the condition of the mare was so 
serious that it was proper to kill her, to put her out of 
her misery, and no loss at all was incurred by the 
farmer through the killing of the mare. Economically 
the mare was worthless. All the damage had been in- 
curred through the accident in which the hoof had been 
crushed. The police had considerably more to do with 
the case than they wanted to make out in the bex. 
Police generally gave their evidence unhesitatingly. It 


was for the jury to judge whether they were satisfactory 
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witnesses that day, but he must confess that more un- 
satisfactory and more hesitating witnesses than the ser- 
nt and the constable it was impossible to imagine. 

e suggested that the sergeant was suppressing some- 
thing, and she same thing applied to the constable. 
Inspector Gillham would tell them why he went to the 
police station. He had already told Mr. Rudkin about 
putting the Act into force; he had already mentioned 
to Cook that he was going to the police station to get 
the Act put into operation. Whether the police were 
right in putting the Act into force was not the question; 
the question was that it was the action of the police, 
and not of the Society. The police must give authority 
for the killing of the mare, and that was the precise ob- 
ject Gillham had in his mind. The only rational con- 
clusion they could draw from the observation that the 
Society would take responsibility was that the p: lice 
did put the Act into operation, and the Society agreed 
that if the police were called into question in the matter 
the Society would stand at their back. If the Society 
was going to slaughter the animal, he could not con- 
ceive them going to the police at all. Apart from this, 
the mare was so seriously injured that she had no 
economic value, and the iety was not responsible 
for that. The responsibility probably was Cook’s; at 
any rate, the responsibility lay between Cook and 
Farnsworth. The animal’s hoof was a “speaking wit- 
ness,” and the jury would be able to judge the serious- 
ness of the injuries the mare had incurred. It was 
preposterous and wicked to say Mr. Taylor had tam- 
red with the hoof. It was not to the interest of the 
inspector or the Royal Seciety that any animal should 


be killed that ought not to be. They acted perfectly. 


honestly, and their object was to prevent unnecessary 
pain and suffering on the of animals. He thought 
the jury would a the Society did a very good work. 
Mr. Powers concluded by observing that whoever was 
responsible for killing the mare would be responsible 
for its value, which he contended, was nothing. 
Inspector W. J. Gillham said he heard of the accident 
to the mare on Monday, August 28, and he.saw the 
mare outside the stable. Later in the day he examined 
it. He found the foot in such a shocking state—flies 
all round, and the blood corroded all round. It was his 
opinion that it should be destroyed, and, with that 
ject in view, he sent a telegram to the Society’s head 
office in London. Beyond all doubt the mare was in 
= It could not put its foot to the ground. He saw 
r. Rudkin, and told him he thought it should have 
been destroyed. He replied, “I have seen it three times. 
lt is not a case for you. I will see it in the morning at 
9.30, and give | opinion then.” Witness reminded 
him there was such a thing as the Injured Animals Act. 
Mr. Powers: You know the Act! Yes, I know it per- 
fectly. Continuing, Inspector Gillham said, just after 
nine o’clock the same evening he saw Marston, Farns- 
worth and Coek in Westgate. He explained the In- 
jured Animals Act to Farnsworth. Next morning he 
saw the plaintiff, Cook, Rudkin and Marston at the 
stable. Mr. Rudkin said to Farnsworth or Cook, prob- 
ably both, “The mare will get better ; is she worth it? 


. It will take months for this portion (pointing to the 


hoof) to get well. It will then have a large bony growth, 
and only be fit for the land.” Pointing to another por- 
tion, he said, “We shall have to wait for nature to 
grow.” Cook or Farnsworth—he thought it was Cook— 
said, “Will lockjaw set in?” Mr. Rudkin replied, 
“That is after about fourte2n days.” Cook said to 
Farnsworth, “ Harry, I don’t like the look of her. Have 
her killed. I will be half-way—£21.” Later, he told 
Cook that in answer to his telegram to London he 
intended to have a veterinary surgeon to see the mare, 
and that Mr. Taylor, of Nottingham, was coming The 
certificate subsequently written by Mr. Taylor was read 
to Cook, and he replied, “The horse is not mine, other- 


wise, I should have it killed at once.” Witness told 
Marston he was going to the pore station to geta 
policeyian to come down to put the Injured Animals Act 
into force. Would he (Marston) act as killer, and meet 
him (witness) at Cook’s stable, together with Cook? 
He left with the full impression that he should 
meet the two at the stable. Subsequently he told Ser 
Leeson he had received instructions from the Chief 
Office to put the Injured Animals Act into force ; would 
he send a constable with bim, as it could not be done 
without? He then gave him the certificate, and Leeson 
read it, and ordered P.C. Vesey to go with him. Leeson 
said, “Is everything in order?” Witness replied, “ Yes, 
as far as I know ; and if not, the Society would be re- 
sponsible for anything afterwards.” Witness added, he 
knew the Act could not be carried out without a police- 
man. By Mr. Powers: When they got outside, \ esey 
wanted to know what the job was, and he explained the 
whole case to him, and told him he (witness) could not 
put the Act into force alone They got to the stable at 
11.30 p.m. The key was in the door, and he (witness) 
turned it. The mare was there with no bedding of any 
description. When they took the animal out it “jogged’ 
along, and “got there somehow.” After it had been 
killed, witness asked Marston for the leg, and the fol- 
lowing day he took it to Mr. Taylor. Mr. Powers: If 
the police had refused, what would you have done! I 
could not have done anything. I should have — 
for further instructions from the Head Office. ave 
not got power to have it killed. Mr. Dyer: Was there 
any veterinary surgeon within a reasonable distance— 
what about Mr. Sugden? He refuses to appear for us, 
and so does Mr Rudkin. At all events, it was not the 
police who sent for the veterinary surgeon? I sent for 
the veterinary —- Then it was not the act of the 
lice in taking Mr. Taylor to examine the mare? No; 


it was my act. You suggest the slau — of the 


mare was the act of the police! Certainly. W ny then, 
did you take away the leg: Because I asked Marston 
for it. I consider the mare became the property of the 
horse-slaughterer when it was dead. 

William Taylor, m.r.c.v.s., Nottingham, said he had 
been in practice 33 years, and spoke as to the mare’s 
injuries, and said the coronary band had been torn away 
from the hoof altogether. His Honour pointed out it 
was not a question of the coronary that was in dispute; 
it was a question of jurisdiction. Mr. Powers: I am 
bound to put questions about the injuries, because the 
animal was worthless. His Honour: Do you consider 
the mare would have recovered? No; [ consider she 
would not recover. Mr. Powers: And the inference 
from that is the mare was worthless? His Honour: 
Would it recover to be of use for breeding purposes ? 
Witness: No, sir ; I don’t think the animal would have 
lived, much more have recovered, even for breeding pur- 
posse. I say the mare would have died. Mr. Dyer: 

hen you arrived in Grantham, did you know Mr. 
Rudkin was attending the mare! No. Were you under 
the impression the mare had been attended? I did hear 
Mr. Rudkin was attending the animal after I had seen 
it. If you had known a veterinary surgeon was in at- 
tendance, should you have asked to see him? Well, I 
should have preferred to have met him. Questioned 
further, the witness said the reason he did not speak to 
plaintiff on the Tuesday evening was because he did 
not know him. He didnot know how veterinary sur- 
geons’ opinions could differ in a case like this. A novice 
could see the the mare could not get better. 

Professor G. H. Wooldridge, ¥F.R.c.v.s., member of the 
Royal Irish Academy, professor and lecturer at the 
Royal Veterinary College, Camden Town, London, and 
holding other important appointments, said the mare’s 
injuries were of a very serious nature indeed. In his 
opinion, it was the proper thing to have the animal 
killed. Disregarding any question of pain, his view was 
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that a mare like that had no economic value. If it 
recovered, which was doubtful, the cost involved would 
exceed the value of the animal after recovery, The 
bone was certainly chipped underneath the horn of the 
hoof. Possibly the os is was injured more than 
one could see. Certainly the coronary would have 
“sloughed ” away, and then no hoof whatever could 
w. There was danger of tetanus and septic poison- 
ing. Supposing the animal got well, as a mare 
she was of no value. The fact of the animal feeding 
did not necessarily show it was not in pain. Mr. Dyer: 
You do there was a possibility of the mare 
recovering? Witness: There was a remote possibility. 
Joseph Charles Heather, m.x.c.v s., Sandiacre, Notts., 
said it was a prudent conrse to kill the animal. 
Frank H. Gibbings, F.k.c.v.s., Nottingham, also gave 
evidence for the defence. 
Mr. Dyer said there was two questions he proposed 
to address to the jury. First, was it Gilham who 
ured the slaughter of the mare? If it was he, and 
not the police, it did not matter one “rap” whether it 
was reasonable to slaughter the animal or not—it was a 
wrongful act ; it was a trespass; it was unjustifiable ; 
and for that the plaintiff was entitled to damages. His 
friend had dared to make aspersions on the police of 
the borough. The jury would judge whether they 
could take Gillham’s word, or whether they could 
accept the word of Leeson and Vesey. Gillham knew 
he had done wrong, and he tried to shelter at the last 
moment behind their wing. He (Mr. Dyer) did not 
care whether the police were ae or in what capacity 
they were present ; it would be insulting the jury’s 
intelligence to ask them to say that the police were the 
people who put the Act into force, and caused the 
slaughter of the mare. His second question was what 
were the damages? He was going to invite them to 
accept the evidence of the man who was in the best 


possible position to judge not only the nature of the 
er 


mare’s injuries, but of future, and that was Mr. 
Rudkin. 


THE SUMMING UP. 


His Honour, in summing up, said the R.S.P.C.A., a 
most useful Society, » Without any hesitation, 
admitted they were the principals of Gillham. If 
Gillham had done wrong, they done wrong. The 
Protection of Auimals Act, 1911, re-enacted the former 
Acts of Parliament with regard to cruelty. Section 11 
of the Act was practically re-enacted from a former Act 
on injuries to animals. The Act of Parliament allowed 
two methods in the case of cruelty to animals. In the 
one case, as was here alleged, if the owner caused any 
unnecessary suffering, or permitted any unnecessa 

suffering to be caused to the animal—and bot 

veterinary surgeons called in this case said the animal 
must have suffered—if such was the case, it was the 
proper course for the agent of the Society to summon 
the person before the magistrates, and if the magistrates 
found it would be cruel to keep the animal alive, they 
might direct that it be destroyed. Unless the owner of 
the animal assented, no order should be made, except 
upon the evidence of a duly registered veterinary 
surgeon. Had that been carried out, this long and 
tedious action would never have arisen. [t was a most 
drastic power entrusted to the “eo to destroy an 
animal which they believed to seriously injured, 
with or without the consent of the owner. ction 11 
of the Act said if a police-constable found an animal so 
diseased, or so severely injured, that in his opinion, 
having regard to the means availabl2>, there was no 
possibility of removing it without cruelty, he should, if 
the owner was absent, or refused to consent to the 
destruction, summon a veterinary surgeon, and the 
animal might be killed. But the jury would notice 
that this section rather seems to point to the case of an 


animal being found by the wayside. If a police-constable 
found an animal—it did not say he could go into 
another person’s yard or premises—but if he found an 
animal, and there was difficulty in moving it to a place 
of shelter, then he might call a veterinary surgeon, and 
the animal might be killed, whether the owner consented 
or not, because that section supposed the animal was in 
such a terrible state that it would be impossible to 
move it from that place without serious pain. An 
agent of the Society had chosen to evade this section. 
In the first place, he ( the Judge ) refrained from saying 
whether the police themselves had the power to go into 
the yard, but let that go by the way. Gillham, who 
seemed to be a very active officer—if not intelligent, 
certainly a very active officer—seemed to have found 
out that the animal was in this yard, and was suffering. 
He telegraphed to the Society, and, having their assent, 
he caused the animal to be slaughtered. uld they for 
one moment say it was the action of the —* hey 
knew nothing about it ; they did not find the animal by 
the wayside ; they did not even find it in the stable. 
Gillham went to them and asked for a policeman to be 
sent, ignorantly imagining, because a policeman was 
present, he was justified in cong on a very drastic 
nower which this Act had given the police to be used 
under very exceptioral circumstances. If the Jury had 
followed the evidence carefully, it would be impossible 
for them, as reasonable men, to find that the Act was 
carried out by the police. The Act was carried out by 
Gillham, and the Society loyally came forward and 
accepted the blame—if there be blame—of their agent. 

If that be the case, as the learned counsel for plaintiff 
had said; the plaintiff was entitled todamages. Whether 
they be 40s, as a mark of disapprobation of this 
unnecessary act in being carried out, or whether they 
found a larger sum, was immaterial. They were bound 
to find something if they believed the Act was carried 
out by Gillham, and not by the police. Far from su 

ressing Sergeant and Constable 

esey gave their evidence without any bias—freely, dis- 
tinctly, and properly. He wished he could say as 
much of Mr. Inspector Gillham. But be that as it 
might, if they found it was the act of Gillham, and not 
of the police, they must find for the plaintiff. Now, 
how much? Veterinary surgeons had come before 
them—men of great repute—and he ticularly relied 
on the evidence of Professor Wooldridge, than whom 
nobody could have given evidence more fairly. They 
said the animal was of very little value. Some persons 
would have killed it at once ; some would have tried to 
cure it. The animal when it was recovered, would not 
have been worth the expense of cure, because it never 
would have properly recovered. It might have been 
used for breeding, or used possibly on the land ; but it 
would never be the same animal it was before it was 
injured. They were told it cost £42 when it was 
bought, and the plaintiff claimed £35; but that was 
quite immeterial. It was, as one of the witnesses very 
properly said, a gamble. The animal might live, and 
might get better, but it would never be of very t 
value. Supposing it was true—and it had not leon 
contradicted—that Cook offered £21 for it, he thought 
the jury might very well divide that sum again by half. 
But they must find something. Consider what they 
would give themselves under the circumstances—a 
horse injured like this, the bare possibility of it ever 
being any good, and, as the last witness told them, the 

After a short deliberation, the jury returned a verdi 
for the plaintiff, and awarded £15 dam: ” 

Upon the a of Mr. Dyer, his Honour allowed 
on Scale t 

e jurors gave their fees to Cross . 

—The Jowrnal. 
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